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SCALIA, J., concurring in judgment
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JUSTICE SCALIA, concurring in the judgment.

As today’s opinion shows, the Court’s disposition is
required by the text of the statute. None of the limitations
urged by petitioner finds support in the categorical lan-
guage of 28 U. S. C. §1782(a). That being so, it is not only
(as I think) improper but also quite unnecessary to seek
repeated support in the words of a Senate Committee
Report—which, as far as we know, not even the full com-
mittee, much less the full Senate, much much less the
House, and much much much less the President who
signed the bill, agreed with. Since, moreover, I have not
read the entire so-called legislative history, and have no
need or desire to do so, so far as I know the statements of
the Senate Report may be contradicted elsewhere.

Accordingly, because the statute—the only sure expres-
sion of the will of Congress—says what the Court says it
says, I join in the judgment.



